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Reports Analysis Division
Federal Election Commission
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Washington, [.C. 20463

Re: End (1271597 i Ant nihly {3195 8
Manthly (61/22-6/30/98) Reporis

Diear BMr. Averelt:

William Lucy, the Treasurer of the Ametican Fedcralion of State, County and
Municipal Employees® (hereinafier "AFICME") pelitical committee, Public
Employees Organized to Promote Legislative BEquality (hexzinafter “PEQOPLE"} has
asked that I respond to your leiter of Decemnber 2, 1958 and Mr. John Gibson's letter of
December 24, 1998, In your lettor of Decembar 2, 1998, you identify (hur
contributions which AFSCME PEOPLE made to congressional candidates. In each
case, you note that when these comributions are added to other conuibutions AFSCME
PEOPLE made to these same candidates in the same eleclions, AFSCME PEOPLE's
contribtions excecded the lawfal limits, Yeur initial inguiry on Tlecornber 2, 1998 led
Karen Tyler, AFSCME Staff Accountant, to wspond an behalf of AFSCME PEOPLE
tha the reports did not “cotrectly redlect the contribution designations.” I her letter,
dated December 16, 1998, Ms. Tyler “redesignate[d]"cach of the faur contributiens ko
alher races, noting that they had been “incomeetly coded™ an the eriginal report. In MT.
Gibson's latter of December 28, 1998, he correctly noted that the prorequisites required
by the Commission’s ropulations for the redesignation of contributions were not
pregent in any of the four casce.

All of that said, we find ourselves in an area of the Commission’s rules and
regulations which is very far Bum whers we should be given the [t of these
contributions. Each of these four contributions was made by a check angd forwiarded to
the campaign with a trensmittal lotler. In each case, bolh the check and the transnuiltal
letter designated an clection for which the contribution was to be used. In sach of these
four cascs, the individual at AFSCME who was responsible for filling out the periadic
report to the FEC made an error in transceihing the desighation which was on the check
and tranamstal letter omto the FEC report. n sach casc, this meant that the {orm filed
with the FEC incorrectly identified to which elestion the contibution had originally
been designated.




